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It is customary these days for labour leaders, real or 
alleged, to write autobiographies. Capitalist publishers, 
and the Capitalist press, welcome these works on the 
ground that the writers have “mellowed” with age. 
This means that they have developed servitude of mind, 
and have acquired good banking accounts. Guy Aldred 
describes them as “. . . poor, sick. cowardly creatures, 
mistaking their sickness for greatness.” 


Guy Aldred has not mellowed with age. As the tone 
of this autobiography shows, he has been strengthened 
by experience, and still expresses the vision and ideals 
of his youth. Hence the title, No TRAITOR’S GAIT! 
It is a challenge, not a retirement; for this record is 
written on the battlefield — not at the base, far removed 
from operations. 


Guy Alfred Aldred was born in 1886. Before he was 
sixteen years of age he was active on the ,public plat- 
form as a Boy Preacher. Over half-a-century ago he 
became a Socialist and he has worked unceasingly in 
the cause of Socialism ever since: — 


His story is not one of personal advancement. In 
fact, much of his propaganda has been a denunciation 
of careerists and pailiamentarism, which gives career- 
ists their opportunity.. Guy Aldred belieyes his criticism 
has been justified for “. © . the careerists.” he says, “in 
their cowardly greed have destroyed the workers’ 
struggle.” 


The writer has not restricted-his opposition.to .the 
political careerist. He has been equally severe on the 
theologian and the militarist. 


‘The field of activity has been, of course, in the wider 
setting of historical events which have shaken and re- 
shaped the world during the past fifty years. .. . 


We read of the young Guy Aldred in conflict with the 
religious and political exponeitts of . Victorian ideas. 
We read of his imprisonment when he was only twenty- 
two years of age for defending the cause of Indian 
freedom. We read of his stand against war in 1914; of 
his four courts-martial; of revolts in prison; of hunger 
strikes and solitary confinement. 
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The author, July 21, 1919, picture taken at Uphall 
by Comrade A. Mack. Sent asa picture post-card, 
addressed to Rose Witcop, at 17 Richmond Gardens, 
Shepherds Bush, 


The message read: 


Dear Rosie—Just had this given to me tonight by 
Comrade A. Mack. This picture was taken at Uphall. 
All Good Wishes and love to all. 
GUY 


On her return to London, immediately after the 
declaration before the Sheriff, Rose returned this 
card to me. She wrote briefly it was of no interest to 
her and it might be of use to me. 


I never understood this strange gesture on her part, 


~ Foreword to Vol. 3. 


I started the publication of No Traitor’s 
‘Gait in 1956. I expected to tell the Story in 
twelve monthly parts and so have it Com- 
pleted in 1957. Such was not to be! 

The story was too big to cover in tWelve 
parts of the size that I could publish. Then 
poverty made it impossible to use my press. 
My premises were rendered useless by the 
prevailing conditions of toWn-replanning. 

The old Strickland Press had to make way 
for the new university that is now being 
built. I had to salvage what I could and move 
to a smaller place leaving mid the Wreckage 
of the old demolished building much of the 
equipment that had helped me to send The 
Word around the world. One Way and an- 
Other the publication was delayed. Then to 
our comrade Ethel MacDonald came a long 
and painful illness which ended in her 
death. Her passing made a great difference to 
the effectiveness of our work. Into this sad 
story I will not go here. 

My first idea was to relate the evolUtion of 
my thought and experience, recall my im- 
prisonments, politics, and resiStarice to 
authority, in chronological Sequence of 
occurrence. I have laid the foUndation in 
that form. But I propose to depart a little 
from this recording of what happened. I am 
now coming on seventyseven years of age 
and the years have taken a toll of me. For 
sixty years I have been an untiring propa- 
gandist and I have never had a holiday. Now, 


although the struggle must go on and is 
more critical than ever, I must relax a little. 
So I shall record from now on not so Com- 


pletely in chronological order, but only 


roughly keeping to the order of when it hap- 
pened. It will be possible, however, for some- 
one else, if he or She is intereSted, to dis- 
cover easily the date of this or that event, 
and so. to restore the order of sequence in 
the telling. I am afraid if I keep too Strictly 
to my original planning, I shall defeat the 
purpose of the record. I want the biography 
to be as thorough as possible, both as a logi- 
cal description of my thinking, and a record 
of events. I want N.T.G. to be not just a van- 
ity or an egotism or whatever anyone wishes 
to style it by way of description. I Want it 
not to be merely a record of my thought and 
struggle, with an emphasis on the possesSive 
“my”, I want it to be a usefUl account of the 
movement in which I played a part and of 
the times in which I lived. 


In that, I hope to succeed. Perhaps this 
third volume, when completed, will conciude 
the story. i 


I have included in this opening part of 
Volume Three, the apology I published in the 
bound volume of Volume Two. It did: not 
appear in the serial publication before bind- 
ing. 


GUY A. ALDRED 
Glasgow, June 12, 1963 


AUTHOR’S APOLOGY 


(Preface to Second Bound Volume) 


Many things have happened to thwart the achievement of my purpose since I planned the publication, 
in serial monthly parts, of my autobiography under the title of No Traitor’s Gait. My idea was to publish 
not so much an account of my life as cf the evolution of my thought and reaction to my environment. I 
heped to complete the task in twe've narts but found this to be impossible. And so a second volume was 
planned. 


The first twelve numbers have been bound together in book ferm. This volume is out of print. Of the 
second volume, only six parts have appeared. Publication was interrupted by the terrible death of my 
loyal and tireless comrade, Ethel MacDonald. Then came Glasgow town planning and the compulsory 
removal from the Strickland Press premises, without compensation, in George Street. 


f now bring these six parts together in a second volume. The number is limited and I hone that it will 
have a speedy circulation. 


{ am continuing the story in a third volume. This will consist of twelve parts and the first number will 
be issued before Christmas 1962. After that, a further part will appear each month. In these days of ex- 
pensive printing, the price is small, and I hope that ccmrades will buy each part as it comes out. The work 
is less a biography than it is 2 history of the radica!, Freethought, Socialist, and Communist movements. 
It is a straightforward description of the evolution of my thought and its tone is that of Anarchism and 
the class struggle. I have no sympathy with the intellectual petty bourgeois Anarchism that wraps its 
cloak of scholasticism arcund its precious understanding and despises the sordid realism of misery 
that is the lot of the common peopie. Even when, thanks to hire purchase, the working man and 
woman feel better-off, their insecurity remains, and the poverty-stricken smallness of their council houses 
is a mockery of circumstance. 


Rex v. Aldred, an account of two of my trials for sedition, should be considered part of this work. And 
it will be bound up with this volume. 


GUY A. ALDRED 
Glasgow, September 28, 1962 


PRELIMINARY EXPLANATION 


It is my intention to add a commentary on the alleged marriage proceeding before the Sheriff at 
Glasgow and the cremation service at Golders’ Green. Both ceremonies were, to my mind, false, hypocriti- 
eal, and reeking with cant. The first was imposed by the State and the police. Added falschood was supplied 
by the relatives and friends of Rose. They involved perjury and conveyed an entirely wrong impression 
of the relations between Rose and myself. 


I do not believe in, and have never believed in, what is termed with stupid humbug pre-marital sex 
intercourse. Our friendship before we set up housekeeping at Shepherds Bush was one of courtship. Two 
young people in love. We were most correct, not to please anyone else or society but because we felt that 
was the right personal behaviour.. We went through no ceremony but we entered on a sober and respon- 
sible association. Despite my early days of poverty, I met the rent and was responsible for finding all house- 
hold expenditure. That came either direct from me or my work, or, when I was imprisoned, from friends 
who helped me. Their support continued and I maintained Rose and her household at Richmond Gardens 
till several weeks after she had broken with me. It was a sober—and responsible—relationship. The cre- 
mation service was, to my mind, a wicked sham. 


PART X. ROSE WITCOP—Cconid, 


47. BIRTH CONTROL: MAGISTRATES’S VIEW 


“IT did that,” says memory; “I could not 
have done that,” says my pride, and remains 
irrevocable. Eventually—the memory yields. 


The best way to describe the birth control 
agitation and the prosecution of Rose and 
myself is to reproduce the press reports of 
the time: 


The Kensington News for Friday, December 
22, 1922, reported: 


THE STATE AND THE FAMILY 
Alleged Obscene Pamphlet 
Raid by Scotland Yard Detectives 


At the West London Police Court on Wed- 
nesday afternoon, summonses were heard by 
Mr Boyd against Guy Aldred, Rose Aldred 
{or Witcop), and John William Fawcett, all 
of Richmond gardens Shepherd’s Bush, to 
show cause why certain obscene books found 
at that address “for the purpose of sale and 
gain” should not be destroyed. 


The defendant Fawcett, at the outset of 
the case, stated that he was only the occupier 
of the house and had nothing to do with the 
matter; he asked that he should be dismissed 
from the case and that the Press should not 
report his name... . 


Mr Vincent Evans, who was prosecuting for 
the Director of Public Prosecutions, stated in 
reply to the magistrate that the defendant 
Fawcett was only the occupier of. the house 
where these books were discovered. 


The magistrate observed that in that case 
there was no reason for proceeding with the 
case against Fawcett, who would be dismissed. 


Mr Evans proceeded to state that on Mon- 
day, the 18th a search warrant was granted, 
and on the 19th Det.-Inspectors Miles and 
Kirchner, of New Scotland Yard, went to 
Richmond gardens, and, after a search, found 
1,720 copies of the book or pamphlet entitled 
Family Limitation. The detective officers 
seized the books and took them to Scotland 
Yard, and the prosecution now asked that an 
order should be made for the destruction of 
the books. + 


Aldred: The summons was only served on 


—NIETZSCHE 


us at half-past twelve today, and I ask for an 
adjournment so as to show that the books 
are not in any sense obscene. 


Magistrate: Probably it would be in your 
interests if the evidence for the prosecution 
should be given today so that you may know 
what case you have to meet. 


Mrs Aldred: Far from these books being 
obscene they are works of great public im- 
portance. 


Magistrate: I have to be satisfied that these 
books are of such a nature as to constitute 
the publication a misdemeanour, in which 
case I can make an order for the destruction 
of the books. 


Evidence was given by Det.-Inspector Miles, 
who stated that on Tuesday he, accompanied 
by Det.-Inspector Kirchner, went to Rich- 
mond gardens, and, proceeding to the first 
floor flat, saw the defendant Rose Aldred. He 
told her who they were and showed her the 
search warrant. She read it and said, “You 
won’t find anything indecent here. You may 
find a few communist books.” He searched 
the flat and without much difficulty found 
1,720 copies of a book or pamphlet called 
Family Limitation. On a printed slip at the 
end of the book was the following: “This 
document has been supplied at the special 
request of , Who has declared that he 
or she is over 21 years of age and considers 
that artificial limitation of the family is jus- 
tifiable on both individual and national 
grounds, and wishes to know the various 
hygienic methods of family limitation and 
undertakes to keep it out of the hands of 
unmarried persons under the age of 21 years.” 


Magistrate: Does that printed slip appear 
in all the copies? Witness: Yes, sir. 


Continuing, Inspector Miles said that Mrs 
Aldred said: “I take the full responsibility 
for the possession of the books, and if any- 
one has to answer the matter I hope it will 
be me and not Mr Aldred.” Referring to a 
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gentleman, a Mr Bernard, who was engaged 
in putting the slips in the books, Mrs Aldred 
said, “He has nothing to do with the matter.” 
Witness took possession of the books and con- 
veyed them to Scotland Yard. On Dec. 7th, 
said the Inspector, he had called at Richmond 
gardens and had seen the same Mr Bernard, 
and obtained from him on that occasion a 
copy of the book, for which he paid 1s. When 
the book was handed to him the printed slip 
had been filled up in the blank space with his 
(inspector’s) name. 


Magistrate: Give evidence as to what 
happened. 


Witness said that he knocked at the door 
and the man Bernard answered it. Witness 
said, “I want the Bakunin Press,” and the 
man said “Quite right. What do you-want?” 
He said he wanted to purchase a book called 
Family Limitation. The man said “Oh, yes, 
by Margaret Sanger. What is your name?” 
He replied “Miles”. The man-left- him and, 
returning in a moment or two, handed him a 
copy of the book, for which witness paid 1s. 
He. said to the man, “You asked me for my 
name, what is that for?” and he replied “Oh, 
it is only to enter in the book—a mere 
matter of form.” Witness said, “I have never 
had to give my name before in buying a 
book. I suppose it is all right or is it some- 
thing that shouldn’t be printed?” He said 
“Oh, no, but Scotland Yard are always on the 
look out, and they have got very busy over 
certain books, so we have to be careful.” Wit- 
ness asked if the books were printed there 
and the man said, “They are printed at our 
head office in Glasgow — this” is only a 
branch.” 


In reply to Mr Evans, the Inspector said he 
made no declaration when he bought the 
book such as was set out on the slip, nor was 
any question put to him as for whom or for 
what purpose the book was required. The 
witness added that he afterwards caused four 
letters to be sent from different addresses 
asking for the book, and in response copies of 
the book were sent. 


Aldred (cross-examining): You have no 
evidence of other letters than those sent by 
the police asking for the book being sent by 
private persons? 


Witness: No letters except those produced 
here today. 


Aldred: As far as you know Bernard might 
have supplied those books without the know- 
ledge of myself or Mrs Aldred? Witness: I 
can’t say. 

Aldred: Is it your suggestion that these 
books only become obscene if circulated 
without the printed slip being filled in with 
the name of he purchaser, in which case they 
are not obscene? 

Magistrate: That is a question for me to 
decide. 

In reply to Mrs Aldred, the witness acknow- 
ledged that no obstacle was put. in his way 
when“he served the search-warrant. 


Referring to one of the letters produced by 
the witness, Mrs. Aldred asked, ‘“Wasn’t that 
letter written in such a way as to suggest that 
it was written by a person connected with a 
Welfare Association?” 


Witness: As a matter of fact I wrote that 
letter and I had nothing of that kind in my 
mind when I wrote it. 

On this evidence the magistrate adjourned 
the case for 21 days. 


A similar report appeared in the West Lon- 
don Observer. 


The Daily Herald for Thursday, December 
21, 1922 published a somewhat shorter re- 
port. I make the following excerpt from this 
account: 


COURT AND ‘FAMILY LIMITATION’ 
Proceedings After Seizure of 1,720 Copies 
Family Limitation, the treatise on birth 

control, by Mrs Margaret Sanger... was 
the subject of summones at West. Landon 
Court yesterday. ... 

Mr Aldred said the book could not in any 
sense be regarded as obscene. .. . 

The magistrate (Mr Boyd), in adjourning 
the case for 21 days, said the question was 
whether the publication of this book, having 
regard to the circumstances in which it was 
published, was a misdemeanour,. 


The Glasgow edition of the Daily Herald for 
the same day headed its report: 
BOOK SEIZED 


Shettleston’s Communist Candidate Appears 
in Court 
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48, RESUMED HEARING 


The author writes very well and clearly, 
and the whole tone of the publication is on a 


high level. 


—NATIONAL HEALTH. Nov, 1924 


The Times for January 11, 1923, reported 
the resumed police court hearing beneath the 
heading: 


A BOOK ON BIRTH-CONTROL 
Destruction Ordered 


The concluding portions of The Times’ re- 
port read: 

Mr Harry Myers, for the defence, argued 
that there was nothing in the book which 
was obscene. It was written by a woman of 
refinement and education, and the ideas ad- 
vocated therein were those which could be 
found in many medical books. Its object was 
to explain to ignorant women how they could 
avoid large families. 


Evidence for the defence was given by Sir 
W. Arbuthnot Lane, consulting surgeon to 
Guy’s Hospital, who said that in his opinion 
the book was one that ought to be in the 
hands of every young person about to be 
married. He saw no harm in it. 


Mr Harold Cox, who was also called for the 
defence, said it was a “gross injustice” to call 
the book obscene. 

The MaGIstraTtE— Would you put such a 
book in the hands of a girl or boy of sixteen? 
— All over London you see books of a lustful 
tendency, and there is nothing to prevent a 
boy or girl buying them. This is a book written 
for the edification of poor, ignorant women 
to teach them how to limit their families. 

The MaGIstTraTE observed that he had to 
consider not only the pamphlet or book itself, 
but the manner of its publication. It had been 
said with truth that dirt was only matter in 
the wrong place. The eminent persons called 
for the defence had stated that the only 
object of the book was to give persons of a 
certain age necessary information and advice 
on the subject cf birth-control. That, no 
doubt, was true, but the whole question was 
whether such information had been pub- 
lished indiscriminately. He was of opinion 
that publication had been indiscriminate, 
and therefore he should direct that the books 
be destroyed. 


Notice of appeal was given. ° 


The Morning Post published an almost 
identical report, with similar headings. 

The Westminster Gazette published a fact- 
ually identical report beneath the headings: 


BOOKS ORDERED TO BE DESTROYED 
Evidence by Noted Surgeon 


This variation in the headlines was impor- 
tant as it emphasised the difference between 
the approach of the magistrate to the ques- 
tion and that of the surgeon. 

The interesting point about these reports 
was the careful determination with which my 
defence was ignored. The press had decided 
that it should not be known publicly that I 
conducted my own defence and made ny own 
indictment of impertinent authority. 


I wrote to the papers protesting but only 
the West London Observer and the Daily 
Herald noted my protest. 

The Daily Herald, January 12, 1923 account 
read: 


THE BIRTH CONTROL CASE 


Mr Guy A. Aldred, ... writes to say that 
he was not defended (as stated in the Daily 
Herald) by Mr Myers. 

“I conducted my own defence... By my 
cross-examination I elicited that the magis- 
trate held all circulation (of the book) to be 
indiscriminate. .. If the absurd decision is 
upheld on appeal I shall challenge the Direc- 
tor of Public Prosecutions to proceed against 
me before a jury.” 

On January 11, the Daily Herald expressed 
its sympathy with the defence in the manner 
of its report. Its headlines were challenging 
and the opening paragraph of its report was 
in italics. The account, with captions head- 
ing, read: 

LATEST ATTACK ON BIRTH CONTROL 

Magistrate, in Face of Experts, Orders 
Destruction of Book 


Despite the evidence of Sir Arbuthnot Lane, 
the famous surgeon, Mr Harold Coz, ex-M.P., 
and Dr Drysdale, the West London Magistrate. 


Ke 


(Mr Boyd) yesterday ordered the destruction 
of a book on birth control on the ground that 
4€ was obscene. 

Then followed the textual report as in cther 
papers. 

The Daily News report was very useful. 
Headings read. . 


BOOK TO BE DESTROYED 
Doctors Justify Information on Birth Control 


The West London Observer and the Ken- 
sington News reports of the adjourned police 
court hearing were almost identical. 


The Daily Sketch for Thursday, January 11, 
1923, headed its report boldly: 
FEWER CHILDREN 
Magistrate Orders Book to be Destroyed 
“INDISCRIMINATE SALE” 


Eminent Surgeon on the Value of the 
Publication 
On January 17, 1923, the Daily Herald pub- 
lished this item concerning the appeal: 


BIRTH CONTROL CASE APPEAL 


The Daily Herald is informed that the 
appeal by Guy Aldred and Rose Witcop. 
Aldred, against the order of the West London. 
magistrate for the destruction of copies of 
Mrs Margaret Sanger’s well-known book, 
Family Limitation, will be kased on three. 
grounds:—(1)That the book is not obscene; 
(2) that its publication is for the public good, 
and its sale is not indiscriminate; (3) that. 
the magistrate misdirected himself both in 
law and fact. Mr Aldred wil conduct his own. 
case at the Sessions, and prominent counsel] 
has been engaged for Mrs Aldred. 


Without waiting for the appeal to be heard, 
The Star, London, for January 11, 1923, pub- 
lished an important leaderette. It recalled 
the triel of Charles Bredl-ugi and Annie 
Besant in 1877, and discussed at some length 
the need for Birth Control knowledge. 


It is a serious matter that books should be 
destroyed by law which Sir Arbuthnot Lane, 
Dr C. V. Drysdale, and Mr Harold Cox (editor 
of the Edinburgh Review) give evidence are 
not obscene, but contain information which 
in the public interest should be widely sprezd. 


49. SESSION’S APPEAL FAILS 


A good pamphlet and gives trustworthy in- 
formaton.... Rose Witcop has done good 


Service 
pamphlet. 


in reprinting Margaret Sanger’s 


—PLEBS MAGAZINE November, 1924. 


The Pall Mall Gazette and Globe, February 
9, 1923, report read: 


LIMITATION OF FAMILIES 

Problem Discussed in Court 

EMINENT DOCTOR’S VIEW 
Sequel to Order to Destroy a Book 


Sir Arbuthnot Lane, consulting surgeon at 
Guy’s Hospital, gave evidence before Mr A. J. 
Lawrie, at London Sessions, today, in support 
of an appeal against a decision of the West 
London magistrate ordering the American 
book Family Limitations to be destroyed. 

He stated that in his opinion limitation of 
families was not subversive of the morals of 
society. : 

He described the misery consequent upon 
the frequent birth of children to the poor as 
“terrible”, and added: 


“I cannot understand why the poor should 
be deprived of the knowledge richer people 
possess.” 5... 

Sir Richard Muir appeared on behalf of the 
respondent magistrate, and Mr Lort Williams, 
K.C., M.P., and Mr St. John Hutchinson for 
Rose Witcop Aldred. 


Guy Aldred conducted his own case. 
“DECLARATION USELESS” 


Sir Richard Muir said the order that the 
publication be destroyed had reference to 2 
pamphlet called “Family Limitation”. 

The publication had been frequently adver- 
tised with the statement that the age of per- 
sons desirous of obtaining it must be stated. 

A number of letters were written for the 
book, none stated the age of the person, but 
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the “Daily Record”, Glasgow, Wednes- 

day, February 3, 1926. : r 
This picture, full length, also ap- 

‘peared on page 387 (Vol. II). It was 

taken near the West London Police 
Court, Friday April 14, 1916. 


COMMUNIST 
WEDS. 


MARRIAGE IN 
GLASGOW. 


SURPRISE STEP. 


MR. GUY ALDRED’S 
STATEMENT. 


Mr. Guy Aldred, the wo!l-known Com- 
munist, was married ‘to Miss- Rose 
Witcop, Sinclair Gardens West, London,, 
‘before the Sheriff at Glasgow, yesters 
day. 

The marriage created a good deal of 
surprise among those who know Mr. 
Aldred, mainly because it had been 
stated on his behalf in 1916, when he 
Was brought before a London Police 
Sourt on a charge arising out of the 
Military Service Acts, that he was 
married to Miss Witcop by Scots law. 

An unusual story of the circumstances 

eading up to the marriage in the Sheriff 
Jourt was related by Aldred’ to a press- 
nan who interviewed him on the subs 
ect. 

REQUEST BY POLICE: 

Miss Witcop and he, he said, had 
dived together in. England and. Scotland 
drom 1998 to 1924, and were man and 
wife according to the Scots law of 
“Habit and repute, and ‘consent and 
declaration.” In 1924 they separated on 
account, of incompatability of tempera- 
-ment. , 

“Shé,” he said, “‘ objected to my ex- 
“treme: Communism, and I objected to 
‘her birth. control: activities.” 

Some time ago, Mr. Aldred went on 
to. say, Scotland Yard asked,.Miss Wit- 
op-to register as an alien. She came to 
this country from Russia when she was 
wily five yeare of-age. 

Miss Witop refused to register, and 
contended that by her Scots marriage 
with Mr. Aldred she had become a 
British subject. 


eee 


Mr. Guy Aldred, the -well-known Commmnist. ond Miss Rose Witcop, of London, 
who were married before the Sheriff in Glasgow yesterday. 


OBJECT OF CEREMONY. 

She told the police about her Soots 
marriage, but they said she.must have 
some written proof of her marriage. The 
Scots: marriage, they said, according to 
Mr. Aldred, might’ be all right in Scot- 
land, but it was doubtful if it would be 
upheld in England, 

To establish hey nationality as a Bri- 
tish subject, Miss Wilcop decided to ap- 
ply to the Scottish Court of Session fora 
declarator of marriage, but, as this 
could not be secured for nearly two 
inonths,’and as there was a risk of the 
authorities acting even in spite of the 
Scots marriage, Mr. Aldred decided to go 
through the form of marriage before the 
Sheriff in order to. protect-her, as he put 
it, against possible * political persecu- 
tion.” 

NOT LIVING TOGETHER. 

“T want to make it quite clear,” said 
Mr, Aldred, “ that we are not living to- 
gether,. I always regarded her as wy 
wife, but I do not believe in any mar- 
Tiage ceremony. 

“ Misy Witcup, as a result of her asso- 
ciations with me in political work, can- 
not be in favour with the Soviet 
authorities, and it is obvious that there 
might be trouble for her if she was 
deperted to Russia. Miss Witcop cannot 
speak Russian.” 

At the Sheriff Court Mr, Aldred de. 
clined to take the oath, and both he and 
Miss Witcop aflirmed. They described 
themselves as journalists, 

Mrs, Aldred, who concéurred with this 
statement, is a tall and attractively- 
dressed woman, and she speaks with a 
refined and-cultured accent. 
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18 February, 1926. THE PATRIOT 169 avs . Peat 
SOCIETY. NOTES. RRR et sce, cates ke ee 

A mariage de convenance has. been contracted between Mr. Guy ,A.... COMMUNIST MARRIES A\RUSSIAN. - COMMUNIST LEADER : : 

pldred pend Pim Howe, Witeon aioe she Bebe pie ees unable to describe .; Guy Alfred Aldred, a well-known Communist, SA A COMMUNIST LEADER. 
ride’s dress ; but it is no breach of confidence to say that the bridegroom and Miss R ite f Sinclair-gardens, West i iff i Pere 

wore a boutonniére rouge. The details of the wedding are reported te Mr. ! aan ioe ee se EEN the _ Marriage Confirmed by Sheriff in Guy Aldred Married in Glasgow. 
Aldred himself in his bright and chatty paper, Zhe Commune, the organ of ‘Glasgow Sheriff’s Court to-day. Lopas Glasgow The marriage of’ Guy Alfred Aldred, the 
“‘anti-Parliamentary Communism.’’ We extract the following: — ‘In’ ‘Zhe bride is stated to be a Russian, while ‘The marriage of the well-known Com- well-known Communist leader, was" con- 
January, 1908, I contracted a union with Rose Witcop. No sanction was Aldred, although an Englishman, is domiciled - -munist leader, Mr Guy Alfred Aldred, was a ae, Eton nS the County 
asked from Church and State. In May, 1909, a son was born of the union. in Scotland. They affirmed instead of taking the sontrmed Fy Sper Leeper tep the County » ‘Aldred, who ig an. Enzlishman,- has-been 
The authorities regarded the union as common Jaw marriage, known to’ ‘oath, uy Aare 4s an Beicitinan. and has been domiciled in- Scotland for som¢ time. He 
Scots law as habit and repute. Accordingly they treated her as a British ; << _———___——- - domiciled ‘in Scotland. : ave his‘ address as 15 Burnbank Gardens, 
subject. She was born in Russia and came to London at the age of five.’ | ~*:VENING STANDARD, London, February 2, 1926 His wife, it is stated, is a Russian sub- staagon | Fis ett. ib oe stated, eae 
Recently the authorities changed their attitude .. . they ordered her to te ‘ iad : dock. Rese Witcop, who has been resident in for some tiie at Sinclair’ Gocdunss Londons 
a peed as an alien, and so menaced her with deportation... . I do not : ndon for some time. The ceremony was 3 quict one, performed in 
believe in the law of husband and wife. I do not believe in a woman taking ae REGLene SS Lo. the Sheriff's chambers. 
a man’s riame and nationality. . But since she does so under existing law,: —BULLETIN, February 3, 1926 —EVENING TIMES, February 2, 1926 


I considered my former comrade’s protection from deportation a duty. ... « 
We parted at the sheriff's chambers and each took a different way.’ 
* o 
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i i the marti lationship — 
‘ A P ersonal Statement. st ies a et or Nae i eerie 2 Aldred “That it was a mere matter of form.” In re-examination the witness said that 
: = 


— pee, “And that is the whole thing,” said Sir medicine and surgery were also against 
This way of proceeding involved a long delay. Richard. “It was a mere matter of form with nature’s laws. 
The Scotland Yard authorities would give no under- the letters and everything else.” Replying to Mr Lort Williams, witness was 
taking to stay their powers under the Aliens’ Act, discussing methods applied in connection 
pending such action being taken. With great ethno: EASCAGRE READ IR COURT with birth control, when Mr Lawrie inter- 
* ; 4 * Sir Richard proceeded to discuss whether vened, saying: 
tance, therefore, since I do not believe in marriage or | S1Gs gubtastion waaan clase aubli- sear “= 
union by legal ceremony, I consented to irregular | oe ee Pp e cannot sit here and decide whether 


Once more it is necessary to make a personal state- 
ment, in view of the announcements broadcast in 
the ordinary press. [have no wish to obtrude my 
private business on public discussion. I have no de- 
sire to’screen it from the world’s scrutiny, 


In January 1908, I contracted a union with Rose 
Witcop No sanction was asked from Church and 
State. In May 1909, a son was born of this union, 

During our association the authorities regarded the 
union as common law marriage, known to Scots law 
as habit and repute. Accordingly they treated her as 
a British subject. She was born in Russia and came 
te London at the age of five. 

Recently the authorities changed their attitude. 
They refused to recognise that a person entering this 
country asa child thirty years ago, hasa right to 
consider herself a domiciled citizen of this country. 
They ordered her to register as an alien and so 
menaced her with deportation. 

Altho all relationship had ceased between us two 
years previously, she came to Glasgow with a view to 
proceeding against me in the Conrt of Session fot 
declarator of marriage- That would have been the 
proper course to take, since the Court would have 
decided that a past relationship constituted marriage. 
It would have been the law’s recognition of a fact 
that had existed. That is very different from me 


— Continued from page 442 


the money required was enclosed. 

The book was forwarded and contained a 
declaration to be signed by the owners that 
they were over twenty-one years of age, but 
that form of declaration was useless, because 
none of the persons who had written and 
obtained the book gave their ages. 


TWO INTERPRETATIONS 

“This declaration,” said Sir Richard, “shows 
that the publishers considered it was im- 
proper for the book to get into the hands of 
persons under twenty-one years of age, or 
else they knew it was against the law. 

“The declaration itself condemns the indis- 
c7iminate publication of the document, while, 
at the same time, it was being published in- 
discriminately.” 


marriage before the Sheriff. 
as a British subject. 
I do not believe in the law of husband and wife, ' 


‘This secured her status 


I do not believe ina woman taking a man’s name 
and nationality. But since she does sO under exist- 
ing law, I considered my former comrade’s protection 
from deportation a duty. I regard the entire pro- 
ceeding as technical—and compulsory only to achieve 
thisend That it should beso I consider grotesque. 

I have not asked the law to let me live with her. 
I did that for many yéars without legal permission. 
I supported her and my son and averred that the law 
was not necessary to bind people bound by ties of 
affection. 

We parted at the Sheriff's chambers and each ‘took 


a different way. 
GUY A, ALDRED 


—Reproduction of the front page of THE COMMUNE 
(Second Series) Volume One Number Six, February, 
1926. 
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BOUGHT BY POLICE OFFICER 


Sir Richard Muir-proceeded to relate what 
happened when an inspector of police pur- 
chased the book from Aldred. 

The inspector was asked his name, the ex- 


planation being that “It is only to enter in 
the book.” 


Mr Lort Williams objected that that part 
of the evidence was inadmissible. 

Sir Richard replied that it must be admis- 
sible. “The whole case,” he said, “is that this 
sale was indiscriminate and that this man 


was the agent for the purpose of indiscrim- 
inate sales.” 


MERE MATTER OF FORM 


Mr Lort Williams’s objection was not up- 
held, and Sir Richard completed the sen- 
tence, stating that the inspector was told by 


cation, and one that could be regarded as 
subversive of the morals of society. 


‘Sir Richard drew the Court’s attention to 
a number of passages, and said: 


“In my submission these passages are Ob- 
scene in the vulgar sense of the word. It is 
said that persons of clean mind will see no 
obscenity, but there are people who are not 
possessed of clean minds. Some of both sexes 
might read one of the passages for the very 
obscenity which, in my submission to this 
Court, it contains, and for the matter of that 
the subject under discussion in the passage 
has nothing whatever to do with the limita- 
tion of families.” 

Inspector Miles, answering Mr Lort Wil- 
liams, said that when he called he saw no 
public display of the book. 


As far as he knew it could only be obtained 
from the address of the appellants. 


WELL-KNOWN SURGEON'S VIEW 


<ir Arbuthnot Lane, consulting surgeon at 
Guy’s Hospital, called for the defence said: 


: “My life has been spent among the poor, 
and the misery of these multiple pregnancy 
cases is untold and terrble.”... 


SET OUT DECENTLY 


The pamphlet, “Family Limitations”, in his 
opinion, set out decently and properly and in 
a clear manner the methods to be applied. It 
did not go further than was necessary, and 
he could not understand any sane people 
objecting. 

A certain practice was making hundreds of 
women unhappy, and it was necessary they 
should understand their own physiology. 


“SHEER NONSENSE” 


In cross-examination, Sir Richard Muir put 
to the witness a number of published opin- 
ions of medical men that birth control was a 
danger to the race and against nature’s laws, 
and Sir Arbuthnot replied that in his opinion 
they were sheer nonsense. 


birth control is a danger or an advantage. 
We have to decide whether this pamphlet 
deals with birth control in an indecent 
manner.” 


AN INADMISSIBLE WITNESS 


Mr J. St. Loe Strachey being called as the 
next witness, Sir Richard Muir objected that 
he was an inadmissible witness. 

Mr Strachey had nothing to do with medi- 
cine. He was a gentleman of literary emin- 
ence, who was to usurp the functions of the 
Court. + « « 

Mr Lawrie: If you are going to call people 
to say how much the working people want 
this instruction, we shall be here for months 
and years. The place for that sort of thing is 
the House of Commons. The witness is not an 
expert witness, and he is not admissible. 

Mr St. Loe Strachey left the witness-box, 
and Mr Lort Williams addressed the Court. 

The appeal was dismissed, Mr Lawrie giv- 
ing leave to state case, if wished, to High 
Court. 

My desire was to appeal to the High Court 
and to conduct the appeal in person. But 
Rose had other ideas and objected. I gave 
way to her wishes. 


The Evening Standard, London, report was 
much the same in its account. 


Similar accounts of the proceedings were 
published in the Evening News, London, same 
date, and other evening papers. 

The Daily Mirror, for February 10, pub- 
lished a picture of Sir William, Arbuthnot 
Lane, describing him as “the famous sur- 
geon”, and directing attention to his evidence 
in defence of the birth control publication. 

The Star, Times, Daily Telegraph, Morning 
Advertiser, Daily News, Daily Herald, People, 
and West London Observer, Westminster 
Gazette, all emphasised the good intentions, 
in the opinion of Mr A.J. Lawrie, Deputy 
Chairman of the London Sessions, of the 
defendants. 


The Morning Advertiser report read: 
—Continued on page 448 


TO SAVE WIFE FROM 
DEPORTATION 


Why Guy Aldred Went Through 
Civil Wedding Ceremony 

Married under the Scottish law by mutual 
consent since 1908, Mr.. Guy Alfred Aldred, 
the well-known Communist speaker, and Miss 
Rose Witcop went through the civil marriage 
ceremony in Glasgow yesierday. 

Miss Witcop’s-address was given as Sinclair- 
gardens, W., and she was stated‘ to be a 
Russian. '‘‘hey affirmed instead of taking the 

oath. Both were de- 
* scribed as journalists. 

“This morning's cere- 
mony,” Mr. Aldred. ex- 
plained to the Daily 
Sketch in Glasgow last 
night, “‘ was to gave Miss 
Witcop from being de- 

orted to Russia, Miss 
Witcop came from 
Russia fo England when 
she was five. Z 

“We have lived 
together in Scotland 
from 1908 to 1924, ‘and 

MR. GUY ALDRED, are regarded by Scottish 

law ‘as man and wife. 

In 1924 .we separated because of imcompati- 
y bility of temperament. . 

“ Recently: Scotland Yard wanted to deport 
her to Russia as an alien. She claimed that 
she was a British subject by marriage. They 
aid they were afraid that they could not accept 
the marriage as a real one jn England. 

“To save-her from being deported I went 
through the marriage ceremony to-day.” 


—DAILY SKETCH, February 3, 1926 


—Continued from page 447 
AN APPEAL FAILS 


... Mr Lawrie, in giving judgment, said the 
appeal failed. By the publication of the pam- 
phlet an offence had been committed, and he 
agreed that the book should be destroyed. He 
was convinced that both Mr and Mrs Aldred 
acted honestly and innocently, and with the 
best intentions. In the interests of the morals 
of society he had no hesitation in saying that 
the book was obscene, and dismissed the ap- 
peal with costs. 


The Daily Herald published a portrait of 
Rose Witcop, and headed its report: 
HIDING THE FACTS ON BIRTH CONTROL 


Court Order to Destroy Pamphlet Upheld 
FAMOUS SURGEON’S VIEW 


The Daily Express report was brief. It was 
headed: 
BIRTH CONTROL 
Wells-Strachey-Cox Evidence Bar 
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GUY ALDRED MARRIED, 


Ceremony Before the Sheriff, 


Tho well-known Communist, Mr Guy 
Alfred Aldred, hag joined tho ran® of 
the Bencdicts. His marriage was duly 
confirmed inthe Glasgow Slweriff Cours 
to-day. Tho ceremony Was a quiet 
affair, taking placé in Sheritl Mercer’s 
Chambers. Rh a 

His address; was giver as 13 Burn- 
bank Gardens; and ‘tho bride's namo 
as Rose - Witesp, who -resided at Sin- 
clair Gardens; London, W.14. Sho is 
stated tobe » Russian subject, and has 
heen resident in England for some 
time. Mr Aldred, although an Eng- 
lishman,.is domiciled in Scotland. Both 
parties aro described as journalists, * 

Very fer. were aware of the marriage 
-aud. the only persons present beside 
tho ‘couplé were the officiating parties. 
Whén asned to take the «ath, the 
bridegroon stated that he would 
afirm. Both .affirmed, and_ tlien his 
Lordshid asked. them. individually if 
the signitures on the marriage certi- 
ficates t@re‘ theirs, and they replied in 
tho. affirmative. f 

Mrs, Aldred: svoro a biack seal coat 
§vith fur collar’and cuffs, while Mr 
Aldrgd wore. “plus. fours” and a soft 
hat. After the’‘ceremony the newly 
married couple left the County Build 
ings togéther. 


— GLASGOW EVENING NEWS, February 2, 1926 


The Morning Post for February 10, carried 
the usual disclaimer that is issued in times 
of crisis. This item read: 

The Secretary to the Society for Construc- 
tive Birth Control states that the result of 
the above appeal does not affect the general 
policy of the Society, which had not sup- 
ported the pamphlet in any way. 


The Star commented: 


THE BIRTH-CONTROL CASE 


The procedure in the Aldred appeal at the 
London Sessions was profoundly unsatisfac- 
tory. After Sir Arbuthnot Lane, the great 
surgeon of Guy’s, had given evidence of the 
need for such teaching among the very poor, 
it was proposed to call Mr H. G. Wells, Mr St. 
Loe Strachey, of the “Spectator”, and Mr 
Harold Cox (editor of the “Edinburgh Re- 
view”) to give evidence that the pamphlet 
was not “obscene” and was of social benefit. 


—Continued on page 450 
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Rose Witcop 


B. April 9, 1890, Kiev; D. July 4, 1932,. London. 


We reprint the following obituary notice from 
the Freethinker, for July, 17th, 1932: 


‘©ROSE WITCOP ALDRED. 

‘On Wednesday, July 6, the remains of Rose Witcop 
Aldred were eremated at Golders Green Crematorium. 
Death' took place on July 4 at the carly age of forty- 
three years following an operation for appendicitis. 
She led an active life, and was well known in the 
Socialist and Birth Control Movements. Although not 
a member of the N.S.S., she was a convinced and life- 
long Freethinker. Perhaps the best tribute to the 
esteem in which she and her work were held, was the 
very large nuinber of friends who packed the chapel at 
the Crematorium, A Secular Service was conducted 
by Mr. R. H. Rosetti.’’ 


We set up housekeeping with our comrade, 
Rose Witcop, at 103 Thorpebank Road, 
Shepherd’s Bush, on January 7th, 1907. Prior to 
that she had been an active member of the 
Yiddish Anarchist Club, in Jubilee Street, Mile 
End, and had joined the Communist Propaganda 
Groups we organised in 1906. During our 
imprisonments—in 1909, for alleged Indian 
sedition,, and 1916-19 for resisting militarism— 
our comrade maintained the propaganda, and 
became editor of our organ, The Spur. After 
our release from Barlinnie, in 1922, our interests 
grew apart, although we were prosecuted 
together for issuing Margaret Sangers’ pamphlet 
on Family Limitation in 1923. A year later we 
parted company. But when the authorities 
threatened our comrade with denortation in 1926, 
on the ground of her Russian birth, she came to 
Scotland. We considered it our duty to contract 
an irregular marriage before the Sheriff, which 
we did at Glasgow, on February 2, 1926. The 


‘marriage’ we registered (if marriage means 


mating) had begun in 1907 and ended, so far as 
‘compatability was concerned, in 1921. The certi- 
ficate was, in fact, a divorce; in law, “a 
marriage.” 

We made a statement on the subject to the 
press and in the Commune. Death recalls not 
the separation but the years of loyal struggle and 
comradeship. Our Anarchist comrades intend to 
pay a tribute to our comrade’s memory in 
Freedom. We need say no more. The living 
finger has written and moved on. 

We were present at: the cremation with our 
son, Annesley. We turn to our work for 
Socialism and Freethought with a mind possessed 
by many memories. 

“See Note on me 456 
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‘ Their evidence was excluded, though the 
evidence of a police inspector that the book 
was “obscene” was apparently regarded as 
admissible. 


Reynolds Newspaper, for Sunday, February 
11, 1923, headed its report: 


PAMPHLETS ON BIRTH CONTROL 
Destruction Order Upheld 
“OBSCENE” 


Reynolds report included this item: 


RULED OUT 
Mrs Agnes Kerr, a certified nurse, of Ber- 
mondsey, was giving evidence as to the effect 
of the pamphlet on poor people, when Sir 
Richard Muir objected that her evidence was 
inadmissible, which was upheld. 


The Birth Control Review, New York, pub- 
lished 2 number of letters on this case in its 
issue for February 1923, on pages 29 and 30. 

It also published a succinct account of the 
police court proceedings, and the following 
letter to Margaret Sanger written by Ettie A. 
Rout: 


My dear Mrs Sanger, 
Re Prosecution of Your Pamphlet 
FAMILY LIMITATION 


This case came on last Wednesday, Janu- 
ary 10, 1923, in the West London Police Court 
{Miles v. Aldred).... 


In order that there may be no misunder- 
standing as to the nature of your pamphlet 
Family Limitation, I submitted a copy of it 
to the following medical authorities: Sir Wm. 
Arbuthnot Lane, Bart., C.B., M.S., Consulting 
Surgeon to Guy’s Hospital, etc.; Sir H. Bryan 
Donkin, M.D.,: (Oxon.), F.R.C.P.; and Sir G. 
Archdall Reid, K.B.E., M.B., C.M., F.R.S.E,; 
and I have received the following joint-letter 
from them: 


30 December, 1922. 
Dear Miss Rout, 

We have carefully read the pamphlet by 
Mrs Margaret Sanger, which has been termed 
“obscene” in the charge made against Mrs 
Rose Witcop Aldred. We are unanimously of 
opinion that the charge of obscenity is with- 
out any foundation. 

(Signed) W. Arbuthnot Lane. 
H. Bryan Donklin. 
G. Archdall Reid. 


The Spectator for January 27, 1923, pub- 
lished an editorial, stating that: 


-- We ... feel little doubt that the intention. 


was to do gocd, not harm, to the community, 


ie., that the purpose cf the writer was essen-. 


tially moral and humane. . . The magistrate 
had, of course, to decide the case on what he 
believed to be the law. We do not agree with 
him, but if he should unfortunately be upheld 


on appeal we hope that corrective iegislaticn. 


will follow. 


The Nation & The Athenaeum, for January 
27, 1923, published a letter from Bertrand 


Russell: 


Sir.—The prosecution of Margaret Sangev’s. 


pamphlet, Family Limitation, by the Public 
Prosecutor, on the ground of obscenity, de- 
mands more publicity than it has obtained. 
Margaret Sanger is well known, not only in 


America, but throughout the world, for her’ 


fearless attempt to soread kncw-edge on this 
important matter. Her pamphlet (which I 
have read carefully) is as free from obscenity 
as any medical text-book, plain language 
being necessary if information is to be given. 
If it is condemned, all treatment of birth 
control in print will be rendered impossible. 


In the West London Police Court Guy and 
Rose Aldred (who printed and published the 
pamphlet in this country) were ordered to 
destroy all copies of it. No evidence of 


obscenity was given. The only evidence for’ 


the prosecution was that of a policeman who, 
acting under instructions, had written various 
letters, one saying his wife wanted the pam- 
phlet, others saying that he was a woman 
who had been at a birth control meeting, and 
that he and two friends desired copies of the 
pamphlet. On the first page of the pamphlet 
is a declaration in the following terms: “This 
booklet is supplied at the special request of 

- who has declared that he or she is over 
twenty-one years of age..and considers the 
Artificial Limitation of the Family justifiable 
on both individual and national grounds, and 
wishes to know the various Hygienic Methods 
of Family Limitation, and undertakes to keep 
it out of the hands of unmarried persons 


under the age of twenty-one years.” Believing ° 


in the bona fides of the supposed married 
man, &c., the defendants sent the pamphlet 
to the policeman without first exacting the 


Signature of this declaration. This was the - 


whole case for the vresecution ... ‘Yours &c, 
31, Sydney Street, S.w.3. Steg) 


' BERTRAND RUSSELL - 
Bertrand Russell sent a- similar letter to’ 


nnn an SR 
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the Daily News. That journal published it in 


its columns for January 20. 
Reynolds News, for January 14, 1923, said: 
A PRUDISH MAGISTRATE 


The action of the West London magistrate 
in ordering the destruction of a well-known 
book on birth control, on the ground that it 
is “obscene”, is yet another instance of the 
curious way in which many occupants of the 
Bench interpret their functions. 


Men like Sir William Arbuthnot Lane and 
Mr Harold Cox offered public testimony which 
went directly counter to the magistrate, and 
the former said that he thought it should be 


in the hands of every young couple going to 
marry; while the latter asserted his opinion 
that the magistrate’s description was a very 
great injustice. We submit that the names of 
either of these men is of much greater weight 
and their opinions of much greater value 
than those of Mr Boyd. 


We hold that if ordinary men and women 
want to know about these things, there should 
be freedom to give facts as are to be found in 
such books. For those who can pay a sovereign 
or more there is no difficulty — then the price 
makes the books “decent”. 

There are many shops in the West End 
whose obtrusive indecency is a real eyesore 
and a disgrace. If Mr Boyd wants to do real 


public service, let him turn his attention to 
these. Books such as those in the case under 
notice he cannot have destroyed without in- 
fringing a public right. And that is the busi- 
ness of no magistrate. 


The New Generation. February 1923, said: 


THE CASE OF THE ALDREDS 


. .. Mrand Mrs Aldred have appealed, and 
it is therefore impossible now to discuss the 
merits of the case. We are free, however, to 
discuss the manner in which it was handled, 
and to praise those who had it in charge. 
Mrs Aldred was ably represented by Mr 
Myers, a solicitor, but the outstanding feat- 
ure of the case was the way in which Mr 
Aldred conducted his own defence. It took us 
back to the days when Mr Bradlaugh used 
to astonish the world with his wonderful 
speeches in court. Mr Aldred’s manner was 
full of dignity and confidence, and he omitted 
nothing that could possibly have helped his 
case, and said nothing that could hinder it. 


Elsewhere in the paper, the New Genera- 
tion said: . 


PRESS SUPPORT 


A pleasing sign of the times is the greatly 
awakened interest of various newspapers. 
Reynolds’ Newspaper and the Daily Herald 
have both done excellent work in connection 
with the Daniels and Aldred cases. 


50. VICTIMISATION AND MARRIAGE 


While admitting that man actually lives by 
habit, I hold that it is better for him to live 


by the exercise of will, 


The writing of this autobiography has been 
a slow work owing to the fact that I have 
tried to record events in order of their 
happening. I have tried to trace my thought 
development also in the flow of its Gevelop- 
ment. Re-reading the two volumes already 
issued, I seem to have mUdGled the story. 
Sometimes I put the cart before the horse 
which is not exactly logical or sCientific re- 
cording. The Daily Sketch illustrated ac- 
count of the dismissal of the Birth Control 
Appeal on page 405 affords factual evidence 
of the truth of. this comment. 


On pages 404 and 405 a full account ap- 


—N. K. Bose 


pears of RoSe Witcop’s connection With The 
Spur as editor from June 1914 to February 
1921, when Rose ceased all editorial asSocia- 
tion with the paper. In 1923 she identified 
herself completely With Margaret Sanger’s 
birth control agitation. I Was involved in 
these charges but actually had very little to 
do With the publishing although I approved 
of the work and it was published by the 
Bakunin Press both in Shepherds BUsh and 
Glasgow. The WeSt London prosecution fol- 
lowed in February 1923. During the following 
year RoSe decided that the Shepherds Bush 
address should be conSidered hers only. By 
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various arguments She persuaded me to con- 
fine my propaganda to Glasgow until she 
found a new address, which she did in Sin- 
clair Gardens. From here she conducted a 
Birth Control activity, and in the main 
dropped her Anarchist asSociation. I under- 
Stand, however, that she continued to go to 
Some Freedom Group meetings. She wrote to 
me very little at this time, and I am not very 
clear as to her political associations. I did 
know of her Birth Control activities. With 
this I did not agree only because it seemed to 
me to degenerate into a money-making 
racket. Whilst I think that the Government 
was to blame for this abUse of neo-Malthu- 
sian propaganda I was still opposed to back- 
court surgery. , 


My association With Rose Witcop linked me 
with Rudolf Rocker, the leader of the JeWish 
Anarchist movement in the East End of Lon- 
don, who lived with Milly Witcop, the eldest 
sister of RoSe. This made her s"spect to the 
authorities for she visited her sister a lot at 
Dunstan Houses, Stepney, Where Rocker and 
Milly lived in the midst of an Anarchist 
colony. During my 1909 imprisonment the 
authorities did not treat RoSe too badly and 
accepted our association aS marriage. But 
Rose had to work for and Care for our Son, 
Annesley, who was only about two months 
old at the time of my arrest. 


In 1914, just prior to World War I, I took up 
the case of Margaret Sanger who Was pion- 
eering Birth Control in the United States. 
She came to London and stayed with us for 
a time. She became great friends With Rose 
and they planned widespread birth con- 


trol propaganda. Margaret was devoted to 
this cause rather than to Socialism. 


I disappointed all my friends by taking in 
the equal importance of Freethought, Social- 
ism and Neo-Malthusianism. 

From 1914 onwards I championed Mar- 
garet’s struggle but not With the Same devo- 
tion aS Rose did. I thought Anarchism and 
Socialism of chief importance, and included 
Birth Control and Atheism in my propa- 
ganda. , 

My imprisonments for anti-militarism and 
war resistance, 1916-1919, threW great res- 
ponsibility on Rose. Milly Witcop was intern- 
ed for war resistance. Rudolf Rocker was 
arrested as an enemy. although he had lost 
his German nationality, and was an enemy 
of Kaiserism. And RoSe was threatened with 
imprisonment for refUsing to .go through a 
Ceremony of marriage, althoUgh there was 
no legal bar to such. Also there was no doubt 
that she was entitled to claim marriage 
under Scots Law of Irregular Marriage both 
by Declaration and Consent and by Habit 
and Repute. 


This victimisation of Rose became very 
great in 1924 to 1926, when she took Up Birth 
Control activity With great energy after the 
police prosecution. 


The story of RoSe’s struggle during these 
imprisonments and betWeen Will be recorded 
in this volume. 


My admiration for Rose in this matter of 
Birth Control advocacy did not cease be- 
cause our lives had. ended domestically. I 
objected to her victimisation. 


51. MARGARET SANGER 


Parenthood should be regarded as a fine 
commission, a noble trust, a splendid assign- 
ment, and it can be so considered only when 
it becomes a conscious responsibility. 


On pages 397 and 401, and between, I refer 
to my association With Margaret Sanger. 
Some light is thrown on that association by 
Margaret in her autobiography, published by 
Gollanz, London. 1939. 

Margaret also refers to her meeting in 
Glasgow, organized by the Anti Parliamen- 


—MarGaret SANGER 


tary Communist Federation, and Comrade: 
Jane H. Patrick, formerly Secretary of the 
Glasgow Anarchist Group, which later united 
With the Glasgow Communist Group. As a 
result of the activity of the Communist. 
Group, groups Were established in East as 
well as Central Glasgow, and all over Scot-- 
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MARGARET SANGER 
-as I knew her in the Shepherds Bush and the 


Glasgow Bakunin House days 


land, as far north as Aberdeen. In Glasgow, 
headquarters Were established at Bakunin 
House, in Burnbank Gardens. off Great Wes- 
tern Road. 

Excerpts from Margaret’s book describes 
her association with the Anti-Parliamentary 
Communist Groups in Glasgow and the 
movement organised by Rose Witcop, Henry 
Sara, and myself in London: 


SANGER EXCERPTS 


Some of my new friends, Guy Aldred, 
Henry Sara, and Rose Witcop invited me to 
tea with them on Christmas Eve. Rose was 


-deliberate in her movements, tall and dark, 


with straight black hair falling low over her 
forehead, and caught at the nape of the 
neck. She and Guy were both ardent paci- 
fists. A few days earlier I had overheard 
them reproving their son, aged six, for sug- 
gesting that Santa Claus bring him some 
lead soldiers. P= had seen Uniforms in every 
street and toy replicas in every shop Window. 
All little boys were buying them. I had not 
been able to send many presents to my chil- 
dren and before leaving the house stepped 
into his room. Fe was sound asleep and his 


clothes -were stretched out neatly at the foot 
of his bed. Outraging my own principles 
tucked a box of soldiers Under the blanKet so 
that he might see the martial array the first 
thing in the morning. Rose and Guy Were 
thoroughly disgusted with me. 


Margaret’s first meeting of her Birth Con- 
trol Campaign in Britain was in the IS.C. 
Hall, East Road, off City Road, London. Her 
subject was “Birth Control for the Workers”. 
I also spoke at this meeting. Rose took the 
Chair. The full announcement of the meet- 
ing as published at the time will be repro- 
cuced in this volume. 

Describing the first meeting in London 
when Rose took the chair, Margaret writes: 


But many weekends were spent “‘bother- 
ing” about it. At Sunday afternoon labour 
meetings in London someone Was always 
holding forth. “Here’s a chance for you to 
talk birth control,” RoSe Witcop once urged- 

It was an opportunity to reach working 
people and I agreed, but lunch of that day 
found me trembling. Henry Sara, a young 
man, but old in the ways of the speaker, 
noticed that I was not eating or drinking 
and could hardly utter a word. “I say. What’s 
the idea of all this worry? What you must 
think about is that everybody there comes 
merely to hear somebody or anybody. They’ve 
no notion what your’re going to say. Any- 
thing is all right with them. Get that in your 
mind and stop worrying” 

His friendly encouragement gave me a 
little more fortitude, but on the Way to the 
hall Rose Witcop took me severely to task for 
the trembling, which I seemed unable to 
stop. “These are just plain people you’re go- 
ing to speak to. It’s utter nonsense to be 
nervous about it.” 


When Rose stood up to introduce me, she 
began, “Comrades—” There waS a long 
pause. For the second time she tried in a less 
assured tone, “Comrades—” Another inter- 
val and a third time, in a voice so weak she 
herself could hardly hear it. she attempted, 
“Comrades—” Then, barely whispering, 
“Excuse me.” She sat down. By comparison 
my speech was not bad. 

Guy Aldred, who was in Scotland. had 
planned mv schedule there and I had three 
weeks of a Scottish sUmmer-—blUeDells so 


a a li 
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thick in spots.that the ground. was azure, 
long twilights when the lavender, heather 
faded the hills into purple... . pa. : 

Fourth of July, Sunday, we. had a .noon 
meeting on the Glasgow Green. Nearly 2,000 
shipyard workers in caps and baggy cordu- 
roys Stood close together listening in utter, 
<iead stillness, without cough or whiSper. 
That evening I spoke in a hall Under Social- 
ist auspices, Guy Aldred acting as chairman. 
One old-timer said he had been a party 
member for eleven years, attending Sunday 
night lectures. regularly, but never before 
had he been able to induce his wife to come; 
tonight he could not keep her at home. 
“Look!” he cried in amazement. “The women 
hhave crowded the men out of this hall. I 
mever saw so many wives of comrades be- 
fore.” 

The men were there, partly through 
curiosity to hear the American’ and partly 
through interest in the subject, ready to 
fight the ancient battle of Marx against 
Malthus. Efforts of the English Neo-malthus- 
ians to introduce birth control to the masses 
had been hampered not only by the opposit- 
ion of the upper classes; but more specially 
by the persistent hostility of the orthodox 
-<SOCIBLIStS. i..<062.. 

When I ended, Guy Aldred asked: “Now 
are there any queStions?” Afer a few some- 
what irrelevant ones, silence fe!l; confronted 
by their own philosophy they could See it. 
One man finally rose, “We’d like to hear 
what the Chairman thinks of all this. Does 
he believe birth control will do what the lady 
speaker claims for it ” Apparently they were 
waiting for their cue. But Guy Aldred was 
not to be drawn. After giving him an 
opportunity to express himSelf they plUnged 
in and said their say. Even some women who 
had never been on their feet before got up 
to tell dramatic. vivid, personal stories. 


I interrupt Margaret’s story:— 


The Spur, September 1920, was edited tem- 
porarily by me. In that issue I published 
Impressions From Berlin by Rose, written 
from Neukolin, August 24, 1920. Rose had 
edited the August issue So that I edited only 
one issue. It was my intention to edit the 
October issue. but Rose arrived back in time 
to take it over. She resumed the editorship 
in October 1920, and published her “Mixed 
Impressions” from Miinchen, dated Septem- 
ber 12, 1920. 


The October issue also published her. 


article “Lessons from Munich”, which. des- 


_ cribed 2 Communist Party meeting She had 


attended in Munich. Rose Witcop..saw the 
hotel in which Rosa Luxembourg .. was 
trapped. On her way to See Erich Muhsam in 
prisen she saw from the train the spot where 
Karl Liebknecht met his fate at the hands of 
law and order. She visited Muhsam’s house 
and saw “the vicious humour of authority”. 
Muhsam defined his position clearly: 


“J believe in the dictatorship of the prole- 
tariat, not the dictatorship of parties.” , 


Margaret resumes :— 


Berlin was cold and dark when Rose 
Witcop and I about eleven at night, arrived 
at Neukélin, a special proletarian SeCtion 
of the city. The train was late, an unusual 
state of things in efficent Germany, but 
this was the period of her greatest disorgan- 
ation. The telegram which had been sent 
to Rose’s sister and brother-in-law, Milly 
and Riudoloh Rocker. had apparently not 
been delivered; nobody met us. There were 
no taxis, no carriages, no lamps, no lights in 
the windows to relieve the pitch darkness 
A Sleepy, disgruntled porter led Us across 
the street to an insignificant hotel. He 
knocked at the door; a head popped out of 
a window above. “Two ladies want to stay 
overnight.” The proprietress said she could 
give us nothing to eat, but that we could 
have a room. We accepted gladly, climbed up 
a ladder into the same bed, piled high with 
feather mattresses above and below us, and 
Settled ourselves to a comforting sleen after 
the long and tiresome journey. 


This ends my auotation from Margaret’s 
autobiography. 

On pages 429-431, Vol. II, N.T.G., I detail 
the evolution of Rose Witcop’s close associa- 
tion with Margaret Sanger. Margaret, a 
young nurse and the mother of two children, 
at the time I championed her cause in 1914, 
Could not have exvected her propaganda to 
be recognised throughout the world as it is 
today. In 1919 to 1926, the powers that be 
were mest hostile to Birth Control propa- 
ganda. 


Horror is felt still at the clearly stated 
right of women to know about sex. Notwith- 
Standing this obstacle to useful and wise 
knowledge, Margaret Sanger has conquered. 


——w ns 
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The number of women being aided, in New 
York alone, rose annually from 10,000 in 
1923, to 100,000 in 1945. Later figures showed 
an increase of over 5,000 women more per 
year deciding to space their children. In 1935 
the Margaret Sanger bureau published a 
special scientific journal, The Journal of 
Human Fertility. 
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Margaret Sanger did-not need much en~ 
couragement once‘she started her campaign. ~' 
When she came to Shepherds Bush she 
was determined but not very hopeful of suc- 
cess. I am quite sure her discussions with 
Rose Witcop enabled her to retain her deter- 
mined attitude and to develop a more opti- 
mistic outlook. 


52, BIRTH CONTROL PIONEERS 


It is not so very long ago that the theory 


of birth control was regarded by the great 
majority of the public as something on a par 
with witchcrajt—if not worse. Birth controt 
is now, however, regarded as a beneficent 


Every day a new cityful of people arrive on 
this planet. Every year the pace of arrival 
increases and the time of departure is de- 
Jayed. In about two hundred years’ time 
there will be only three square feet of space 
for every inhabitant on the globe; and this 
uncomfortable condition of standing-room 
will cover deserts, jungles, forests, and 
mountain tops. So a recent study by the 
United Nations informs us. The report also 
reveals that there are more people alive to- 
day than were born between the death of 
Jesus and the signing of American Indepen- 
dence, ’ 


The problem of over-population is not new. 
It has merely, like most modern problems, 
taken on a global scale. There have always 
been empty spaces on the world’s surface, 
but there have always been places of over- 
density as well. These have been around the 
centres of Civilisation: the river valleys of 
the Euphrates, the Tigris, and the Nile; and 
in the confined City States of ancient Greece. 
The problem in these places, in these ancient 
times, was a social one and was dealt with in 
a social manner. It was the lawful custom to 
expose unwanted babies to the will of the 
gods. In Greece the infants so destined were 
placed in remote regions; and if the gods did 
not favour them with a less dire fate they 
were devoured by wolves. In Egypt they were 
put in a wicker basket and set adrift on the 
Nile. What gods favoured Moses who alleg- 
edly suffered this fate I cannot say. but it was 
Yahweh that he later favoured and elevated 


science as a result of a higher regard for the 
purpose of marriage... . What is left to be 
overcome is the attitude of mind which pro- 
tests against the knowledge being put with- 
in reach of the working-class mother. 

—ROosE Wircor in John Bull Jaruary 3, 1925 


BIRTH CONTROL 


AxD 


Will be held in the 


ESSEX HALL, Essex Street, Strand, W.C., 


MONDAY, 5th MARCH, at 8 p.m. 


Organised by the 
NEW GENERATION LEAGUE, 


124, Victoria Street, Westminster, S.W.1. 


Chairman: F. A. BROAD, Esq. M.P. 


a 
Mrs. E. PETHICK LAWRENCE. 
The Hon. BERTRAND RUSSELL. 


i . S. DANIELS (the Welfare Worker dismissed 
a ie Edmonton Council for giving Birth Control 


advice). 

Mr. GUY ALDRED. 

Dr. C. V. DRYSDALE. 

Mr. R. B. KERR (Hon. Secretary, The New Generation 
League). 


A 
HANDBILL (reduced to two-thirds size) 
issued by the New Generation League in 1923 


to: Supreme Command of the Jews, and as.@ 
later legacy, God of Christendom. 

The problem of Birth Control that con- 
cerhed - modern ‘advocates: was . somewhat 
different. It was not so much social as indivi- 
dual. It was the plight of the many-times 
pregnant woman, Centres of population were 
not river valleys as such, nor City States, but 


know, although Carlile.had, discussed .meth- 


ods before then. But Carlile-could only. urge: 
elementary-remedies because of .the lack of 


medical knowledge in those.-days.. He, adyo- 


cated the: use of crude-mercury, .-which was. ” 


superceded later by other methods. 
There was still a great deal of pioneer work 


to be done when Margaret and Rose em-- 


FAMILY LIMITATION 
MARGARET SANGER — 


(Handbook for Working Mothers) 


Gives in simple language the knowledge that 
every working mother should have of how to 
limit her family. 


32 pages Price SIXPENCE. .. By post 74d. 


From ROSE WITCOP 
81 Sinclair Gardens, Kensington, London, W,14 


—Freethinker advertisment, March 22, 1925, 


over-crowded cities, the product of the in- 
dustrial revolution, where a woman might 
spend her life in a succession of child-bear- 
ing. The regard which the Enlightenment 
had brought for the individual as a human 
being could not ignore the suffering and 
slavery of a large section of the populace 
who were the victims of ignorance. Infanti- 
cide—even if it were not repellant to the 
modern mind—was obviously not the answer. 
Abstinence, or self-control were not feasible. 
The only answer was some manner of 4artifi- 
cial control. 


One of the first advocates of control of 
conception was Francis Place, who had 
rather a large family for a birth control 
pioneer. Then there was Richard Carlile, who 
favcured Birth Control knowledge being 
spread largely as one phase of his Stand for 
the Free Press. He believed in the people and 
the right of the people to know. Charles 
Bradlaugh and Annie Besant made a more 


barked on their campaign. That they went. 


into it wholeheartedly’is seen by some of the 
advertisements whith I reproduce in this 
study. A handbill was issued by The New 
Generation League to announce the meeting 
of protest against the suppression of. Birth 
Control knowledge. Actually Rose never ac- 
cepted the suppression of Family Limitation. 
She published a third edition from Rich- 
mond Gardens, London, and also used the 
Glasgow address, Bakunin House after she 
had broken with me. Within a few months 


she published another editon from Sinclair- 


Gardens, Shepherds Bush, and a little later 
yet another edition from Shepherds Bush 


Road where She eStablished a Birth Control 


clinic. She favoured direct action in this 
matter and sneered a little at my belief in 
the assertion of my ConStitutional Right as 
a Citizen to publish and to obtain and study 
such knowledge. She withdrew not a line of 
the booklet which the Crown had claimed 


Was obscene. Her challenge was never ac-- 


direct stand on the right of the people to cepted, and it might be said that she won. 


NOTE: The obituary Notice on page 449 is reproduced from THE COUNCIL, July—August 1932. A mis-. 
print gives the date 1907 instead of 1908 when Rose and I set up house-keeping together. 


Printed and Published in Great Britain by The Strickland Press, Glasgow 


VOLUME I. Out of Print. Separate parts of Volume I, Nos. 345 6789 and 12 still available, 9d, each 
post-free. , ; 


VOLUME II. Cloth-bound, gold lettering: a few copies still available at 10/6d or $2 post-free. Separate parts 
of Velume II, Nos. 3 and 6 still available at 9d. each, post-free. 

VOLUME III. Now being issued in 12 parts. Subscription rate: 8/6d or $2. Individual parts 9d. or 15 cents, 
post-free. 2 
Rez v. Aldred: Guy Aldred’s trials fot sedition. 64 pp published at 5/-. Copies still avail- 
able at 1/- each post free. 


Order from: The Strickland Press, 35 Montrose Street, Glasgow, C.1. Great Britain. 


